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Refemal for Enforcement Action Pursuant to the Resource Conservat'ion and
Recovery Act (RCRA) - Nixdorff-L1oyd Chain Company, Maryville, Missouri
(M0D099238784).
\
Michael J. Sanderson
Acting Chief, AWCM

Terry Satterlee
Chief, LEGL

Thru: David A. Wagon
Djrector, ARWM

John H. Morse
Regional Counse

Nixdorff-L1oyd Chain Company operates a facility located at 2500 East
First Street, Maryvillen Mjssouri. The faci'lity contact is Mr. Edmund G.
Hughes, Project Engineer.

Nixdorff-L1oyd has a 683,000 gallon surface 'impoundment that, up until the
fall of .l98.l, 

received spent pickle liquor (l'isted as K062 in 40 CFR
261.32), electroplating bath sludge (listed as F008 in 40 CFR 26.l.3.l), and
stripping and cleaning so'lutions from the electroplating process (listed
as F009 in 40 CFR 26.l.3.l). At the present tjme this facil'ity is not
generat'ing hazardous wastes and is th us not adding waste to th'is
impoundment.

0n Januarl 27, 1982, the Waste Management Program, Missouri Department of
Natural Resources (MDNR), sent Nixdorff-L1oyd Chain Company a Letter of
Warning (LOt,d) which addressed violations found by MDNR during an August
31, l98l RCRA compliance inspect'ion. The LOW also requested that
Nixdorff-L1oyd comply w'ith the requirements of 40 CFR Part 265, Subpart F

by submitting a groundwater monitoring plan to MDNR no later than April l,.l982.

0n March 8,1982, EPA sent this facility a letter, pursuant to Section
3007 of RCRA, ask'ing Nixdorff-L1oyd the reasons why they were not in
compliance with 40 CFR Part 265, Subpart F.

0n March 18, 1982, Nixdorff-L1oyd Chain Company responded to our 3007
letter by stating that they were not required to comply with the federal
groundwater monitoring requirements based on 40 CFR 265..|(c)(4), wh'ich
states that 40 CFR 265 does not apply to facilit'ies in a state that has a
RCRA program authorized under 40 CFR Part .l23. 

The facility also stated
that they submitted thejr groundwater monitoring plan to MDNR on February
26,.1982 and were in the process of hiring Qualified persons to install
this groundwater npnitoring system.
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Based on the January 22, l9B2 memo from EPA Headquarters to the Regions,
which outlines the enforcenrent actions to be taken against facjl'ities notj1 cornpl iance with 40 CFR part 265, Subpart F, AR!,lM/AlrlCM is recommending
that CNSL write and issue an Administrative 0ider, pursuant to Section
3008 of RCRA, to Nixdorff-L1oyd chain company, foi failure to comply with
40 CFR Part 265,_subpart F, by not having a gioundwater monitoring irlan Uy
November 19, l98l and not taking their first-quarter groundwater
monitoring samplg: and.analysis-as required by 40 cFR"265.92(c). we
recommend that this order require Nixdorff-Lloyd to have an ipirovable
plan within 30 days_of receipt of the order ani that proposed'benalties,
for the Class I violat'ion, of 96,000 be assessed.

concerning the facility's belief that they are exempt from the
requirements of 40 cFR Part 265 due to Miisouri attiining Interim
Authorization under 40 CFR Part .l23, this of course'is not correct since
Missouri has not yet submitted a final authorization application to the
EPA and_probab'ly won't for sometire. 0n March 24, l9g2; David Doyleo of
my staff, talked to Mr. Hughes of Nixdorff-Lloyd and informed him of this
misimpression on their part.

Please direct any questions on this matter to David Doyle at x6z4g.



III'AUQUARTIIRS NoTIITICATION Foi)Jl
E}ITORC[}1E}IT CASES AND ADI.IINIST}TATIV}] ACi,IONS

( s utllLu(Y INrOIu{ATI0N)

PAP.T {i CASE INFOR.I"'ATIOTI

0l ITPE TRAIISACTION , X Nerv 

-.Ctrange03 EITFoRCEMENT NO. 7 - g2 - E

04 CASE I'IAHE Ni xdorff l4etal Products

05 TTPE ACTION ACI -AAO

, Inc. dba Ni xdorff-Lloyd Chain Co.

02 DATE / /
no da yr

uto da yr
08 SCIIEDULf,D DATE FOR 

'i1.SU 
ST.1,TUS REPOI(T

06 DATE INITIATED

09 NUHSER O!' FJTCILTIES

10 T.{H/ SECTION I ] H

1.,

t3

2O ViOLAT] ON

07 sc[EDt]r.ED Col"lpLIANC[ D4.TE / /
mo da yr

mo da yr
_l_ ( Complete seirarate i,i\RT I I ror each

fecillry ldenrlfld 1n acclon)

42 U.S.C. 6924
3004 l4

l5

v'i ol ati of qroundwater mon'i tori n q ui rements .

30 ATTORNEY/STATP

3I REGIO}tl.L Mi ci nski , C. ; TEI"El,ltONE 7SB-7146

32 TECIINIL,\]" COt'iT Doy1e, D. ; IELEPB0|IE 758-6248

33 EEANQUARTERS
; TEL-IPHO}{E

r{ 0 CASE SIII}IARY Sta te aqency fi rst noted tha t faci'li ty was not complying

with any of the groundwater monitoring requi.rements. The State has been

assist'ing fac'i1i ty in developin g an acceptable p1an. The dead'line for

compliance with the regul ati ons was November l9 , l98l; the company has

not t i ns tal I ed the moni tor,i n stem. EPA has had written andS

telephonic contact since February l9g2 and has recenil y commented on

proposed moni tori s tem State set deadline for company of April l, 1982;
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E}ITORCE}TEI.TT CASES A}TD ADMINISTRATIVE AC'TIONS
( SuM}IARY INFORHATION)

PART II: FACILITT/VIOL,{TOR INFORHATION

03 E}ffORCTHENT NO.
ul

04 CASE NA}C

50 SEQTJENCE NTUBER I

tlixdorff MetaJ-Pftilucts, Inc.
i"l'ixdorff-Ll oyd Chai n Co.

M0D099238784

F

5] EPA ID NUI"IBER

5? TACILIfi NAI,{X

53 S]TRN.ET ADDR.ESS

alJ.a t-III

57 c0n;tY

59 PARENT COY.PAI,I'{

ol TYPiI OWNERSHIP

6,3 l,T.l{ SOURCE

ilta iiIl,,ES PIilL|lIT NO.

t,-"i P,CIIA ['ER."{IT NO.

7U }-ACILITY VIOLATION

Ni xdorff-Ll oyd Chain Co.

2500 E. lst Street

Mary i'lle 55 STATI': M0 56 Zrp 64468

58 COUNTY CODE
!'lodaway

Ni xdorf f Meta'l Products , Inc.

0 62 slc coDE 3496, 3547, 3471

_ N (Y-Yes; lFNo)

NONE

NONE

Failure to implement a groundwater monitoring

program and fai I ure to take first quarter samples.


